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Home space, gender and activism: the visible and the invisible in austere times 
 
Abstract 
This paper argues for the centrality of the home in understanding both the impacts of 
 ‘ĂƵƐƚĞƌŝƚǇ ?ŝŶƚŚĞh< ?ďƵƚĂůƐŽƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůĂĐƚŝǀŝƐƚƌesponses.  The article focuses on gendered 
forms of activism, particularly among low income women. Empirical material is drawn from 
research with women in different contexts, a network of migrant women in London and a 
group of community activists in Stoke on Trent, in order to identify three particular registers 
of home-based and, by extension, community activism, including notions of  ‘the everyday ?, 
 ‘the inbetween ? and experiences of trauma.  There is also a brief discussion of housing 
activism in contemporary London in order to explore how such analysis might be applied to 
other forms of organising.  There is a call for more sustained consideration of these often 
hidden forms of activism from researchers in understanding, as well as intervening in, the 
dynamics of contemporary social policy and governance. 
 










Introduction: Home, gender and radical politics 
In  ? ? ? ? ?ŽůŽƌĞƐ,ĂǇĚĞŶǁƌŽƚĞĂŶĂƌƚŝĐůĞĞŶƚŝƚůĞĚ ‘tha  would a non-sexist city be ůŝŬĞ ? ?/Ŷ
ŝƚƐŚĞĐĂůůƐĨŽƌ ‘ĂŶĞǁƉĂƌĂĚŝŐŵŽĨƚŚĞŚŽŵĞ ?ƚŚĞŶĞŝŐŚďŽƵƌŚŽŽĚĂŶĚƚŚĞĐŝƚǇ ? ? ? ? ? ? ?ǁŚŝĐŚ
she suggests could be achieved through new housing typologies that enable the sharing of 
domestic and neighbourhourly duties and spaces within and across households, and across 
conventional divisions of labour .  From the perspective of 36 years later, aspects of her 
propositions seem strikingly outdated, from the assumptions she makes about the (nuclear 
and conventional) families and households in which women might be living, to the faith in 
the built environment and material design to transform social relations. However, of 
interest here is not so much the details of her propositions, but rather her vision of forms of 
feminist activism and citizenship which do not reject the home ĂƐĂƐŝƚĞŽĨǁŽŵĞŶ ?Ɛ
oppression (although this is highlighted) but rather seeks to transform it, to use the home 
space as the locus and catalyst for a wider transformative politics.  She calls for the 
establishment of small organisations called HOMES, which stand for Homemakers 
Organizations for a More Egalitarian Society.    
 
This article explore the idea that the contemporary political moment, which I discuss in 
ƌĞůĂƚŝŽŶƚŽƚŚĞh< ?ĂŶĚŝŶƌĞůĂƚŝŽŶƚŽƚŚĞŶŽƚŝŽŶŽĨ ‘ĂƵƐƚĞƌŝƚǇ ? ?ŝƐĂůƐŽŽŶĞŝŶǁŚŝĐŚƚŚĞƌĞĂƌĞ
potentials for wider transformative politics to emerge from the home space.  This is partly 
because political, economic and associated policy changes in themselves entail intensified 
everyday struggles for many households, around food, housing and material poverty, thus 
meaning that domestic lives become the sites in which these changes are felt and 
potentially reworked (Hall, 2015).  Furthermore as the UK experiences cuts to local public 
services, structures of community association and collective action are either coming to an 
end  (Needham, 2014) or are being undertaken in more privatised and fragmented ways, 
more closely tied to domestic lives and spaces.   In what follows I develop this idea, focusing 
on the enduringly gendered nature of domestic spaces and identities. I propose that rather 
than focusing on an analysis of public and private spheres and the lines between them, as 
has been a mainstay of much feminist analysis of the home (Davidoff, 2003), that a 
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productive line of enquiry at the current moment is to consider the lines between the visible 
and the invisible.  This focus can both illuminate the nature of the politics at stake and 
suggest possibilities for powerful  forms of action and activism. 
 
In the first part of the paper literature and concepts which form the basis for further 
discussion are set out.  These are firstly  propositions around the idea of the home space as 
politicised and gendered.  I then discuss the nature of austerity, and the idea that austerity 
produces a particularly gendered and home-centred set of experiences.  Following this I 
discuss whether these experiences might include expressions of citizenship and collective 
ĂĐƚŝŽŶ ?ĚƌĂǁŝŶŐŽŶůŝƚĞƌĂƚƵƌĞŽŶǁŽŵĞŶ ?Ɛlocal organising and its relationship to domestic 
spheres.   The next sections of the paper present material from two sets of fieldwork with  
different groups of low income women community activists, based in London and Stoke-on-
Trent,  whose practices could be seen as based on the home and domestic realm, to explore 
some of the common features of their forms of activism.  The article finishes with reflections 
on emergent housing activism in contemporary London, and the extent to which this might 
also be understood within a similar framework. 
The politics of home space 
 As other papers in this themed section make clear, the home occupies a terrain which is 
both utterly everyday and banal, perhaps the primary scene ŽĨ ‘ĞǀĞƌǇĚĂǇůŝĨĞ ? ?but also a 
powerful and symbolic set of imaginings, desires and identifications, both on an individual 
and collective level.  What might be thought of as imaginative geographies of home may or 
may not map onto dwelling places at different points of the life course (Mallett, 2004).  
Home has of course been seen as ƚŚĞƉƌŝŵĂƌǇƐĐĞŶĞŽĨǁŽŵĞŶ ?ƐŽƉƉƌĞƐƐŝŽŶ within much 
feminist analysis.  Its realisation has been seen to deƉĞŶĚŽŶƚŚĞƐƵďŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶŽĨǁŽŵĞŶ ?Ɛ
own desires and projects, and exclusion from a public realm, as well as a place potentially of 
fear and violence. Home as an ideal has therefore pointed to ideals of bounded, 
exclusionary, purified spaces and identities, particularly for women (Brickell, 2012).  
,ŽǁĞǀĞƌ ?ŝŶŚĞƌĨĂŵŽƵƐĞƐƐĂǇ ? ‘KŶ,ŽƵƐĞĂŶĚ,ŽŵĞ ?/ƌŝƐDĂƌŝŽŶzŽƵŶŐ ? ? ? ? ?) disagrees 
with this critical analysis to an extent and points out that home as an ideal also expresses 
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ƵŶŝƋƵĞůǇ ‘ŚƵŵĂŶǀĂůƵĞƐ ?ŽĨ ‘ƉƌĞƐĞƌǀĂƚŝŽŶ ?ƐĂĨĞƚǇ ?ŝŶĚŝǀŝĚƵĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚƉƌŝǀĂĐǇ ? ?ǀĂůƵĞƐthat have 
 ‘ĞŶŽƌŵŽƵƐĐƌŝƚŝĐĂůƉŽůŝƚŝĐĂůƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ? ?EŽŶĞƚŚĞůĞƐƐshe also tells a more troubling narrative 
about home through the story of her mother, her refusal to do housework, and how she 
was treated by an authoritarian state welfare system and the social milieu of suburban New 
Jersey in the 1950s, with their untidy house leading to her mother being incarcerated for 
ŶĞŐůĞĐƚ ?zŽƵŶŐ ?ƐĞƐƐĂǇŝŶŝƚƐĨŽƌŵĂƐǁĞůůĂƐŝƚƐĂƌŐƵŵĞŶƚƌĞǀŽůǀĞƐĂƌŽƵnd issues of the 
public and the private PŽŶĞǁĂǇŝŶǁŚŝĐŚƚŚĞŚŽŵĞďĞĐŽŵĞƐ ‘ƉƵďůŝĐ ?ŝƐƚŚƌŽƵŐŚŝƚƐ
ŝŵĂŐŝŶŝŶŐƐŝŶŽƉƉƌĞƐƐŝǀĞƐŽĐŝĂůƉŽůŝĐǇĂŶĚǁĞůĨĂƌĞŐŽǀĞƌŶĂŶĐĞ ?ǇĞƚŝƚƐĞŶĚƵƌŝŶŐůǇ ‘ƉƌŝǀĂƚĞ ?
nature also enables it to be a space of agency on some level. 
As already noted therefore, the home clearly play a key role within a fundamental 
conceptual division within feminist analysis: between public and private spheres.   Whilst 
the home is a site of personal and intimate identities it is also unavoidably cut-through with 
wider economic, social, political, cultural dynamics and relations of power, which concern 
gender, but also age and generation, race and ethnicity, state power and intervention, and 
the value of different kinds of work and care (Blunt, 2005). Much analysis has successfully 
ŵĂĚĞƚŚĞƉĞƌƐŽŶĂů ‘ƉŽůŝƚŝĐĂů ? ?ŽƌƐŚŽǁŶŚŽǁƉŽůŝƚŝĐƐĞǆƚĞŶĚƐŝŶƚŽƚŚĞŚŽŵĞ ? 
Whilst recognising the importance of this analysis, this paper begins from a different stance: 
ŽĨƚŚĞŶĞĞĚƚŽĞǆƚĞŶĚ ‘ƚŚĞŚŽŵĞ ? ?ŝŶĂůůŝƚƐĐŽŵƉůĞǆŝƚǇĂŶd ambivalence, into the spaces 
more conventionally occupied by politics (Brickell, 2012) or the public.  In developing this 
argument, I make the case for  an understanding of visibility and invisibility as a different set 
of boundaries at play, inflected by emergent cultural and political forms such as online 
media and a context where the personal might be seen to in some ways already saturate 
politics (Warner, 2014).  Of course, a consideration of visibilty and invisibility raises 
questions of whose viewpoints are being considered, and the issues of power and hierarchy 
at stake in this will be explored in the paper. 
Also of relevance in this paper is the relĂƚĞĚŶŽƚŝŽŶŽĨ ‘ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ ?.  Community has often 
been seen as a kind of extension of home, a collectivity of homes on a material, symbolic 
and political level (Valentine, 2014).  Many of the same sets of conceptual dynamics 
discussed around the home apply to community too, of its status both as lived experience 
and imagined ideal, and of a gendered ƐƉŚĞƌĞĚĞƉĞŶĚĞŶƚŽŶǁŽŵĞŶ ?s labour and often 
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functioning as a bounded, exclusionary space (Joseph, 2002).   Without rejecting these 
important critiques, in this paper I similarly also consider the spaces of community as 
potentially productive and creative (Rose, 1997), particularly as the spheres in which 
ǁŽŵĞŶ ?ƐĚŽŵĞƐƚŝĐĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞƐĂŶĚƐƵďũĞĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐŵŝŐŚƚbegin to become part of arenas of 
more collective action and experience (Jupp 2014).  Again I will explore the need to consider 
these spheres in particular ways in light of the current political moment, discussed in the 
section below.  
 
Austerity and gender 
dŚĞŶŽƚŝŽŶŽĨ ‘ĂƵƐƚĞƌŝƚǇ ?ŚĂƐďĞĞŶƵƐĞĚďŽƚŚďǇƉŽůŝƚŝĐŝĂŶƐĂŶĚĐƌŝƚŝĐĂůcommentators to 
analyse the nature of the political and economic present in the UK and other national 
contexts.  It points to both experiences of increased economic hardship and precarity, and 
government measures to reduce expenditure, particularly on welfare and social policy 
programmes.  In a useful analysis, Clarke and Newman (2012) suggest its power as a 
ĚŝƐĐŽƵƌƐĞ ? ‘ƚŚĞĂůĐŚĞŵǇŽĨĂƵƐƚĞƌŝƚǇ ? ?ƌĞǀĞĂůŝŶŐŝƚƐƉŽ ĞŶƚŝĂůƚŽreframe problems and 
potentially secure consent for far-reaching cuts to the welfare state.  As this and other 
articles written soon after the Conservative-led UK coalition government came to power 
attest (e.g. Levitas, 2012) ?ƚŚĞƌĞǁĂƐĂƐĞŶƐĞƚŚĂƚ ‘ĂƵƐƚĞƌŝƚǇ ?ǁŽƵůĚďĞĐŽŵĞĂǁŝĚĞƐƉƌĞĂĚ
policy rationale.  However, in the years since the publication of these analyses, it is evident 
that austerity is becoming less prominent and visible as a concept in public political 
discourse, and this is not because the experiences of poverty and dynamics of policy it 
points to have waned.  Rather, perhaps, ŝƚƐ ‘ŵĂŐŝĐ ? ?ůĂƌŬĞĂŶĚEĞǁŵĂŶ, 2012) has not 
been powerful enough to smooth over the differentiated impacts of austerity on an 
increasingly unequal society nor to summon up a sense of national solidarity around this in 
the way evoked by its  post-war incarnation (Brammall, 2013).  Instead, the powerful 
discourse that has secured widespread consent has been ƚŚĞ ‘ŽƚŚĞƌŝŶŐ ? within media and 
policy discourses of those most impacted by economic insecurity and welfare cuts (Tyler, 
2013).  Rather than summoning up a collective experience, the notion of  ‘ǁĞĂƌĞĂůůŝŶƚŚŝƐ
ƚŽŐĞƚŚĞƌ ? ?this vision individualises, fragments and separates.   
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Yet given the fact that experiences of austerity are actually quite widespread, and not 
confined to the most marginalised in society, it is worth considering other explanations for 
its increasing invisibility. As already noted, of particular interest here is the sense that 
ĂƵƐƚĞƌŝƚǇ ‘ŚŝƚƐ ?at the level of the body, the family and domestic sphere, the household and 
home.  Whilst cuts to services such as the NHS (Hunter 2016) and education involve 
collective imaginations and experiences, welfare cuts and poverty affecting everyday lives 
may not summon up the same kinds of collective responses.  The spaces and places at stake 
are essentially privatised, and to wider public discourses, often invisible realms.  Austerity 
has been responded to therefore ǀŝĂĞǀĞƌǇĚĂǇĨŽƌŵƐŽĨĐŽƉŝŶŐĂŶĚ ‘ƌĞƐŝůŝĞŶĐĞ ? ?Hall 2015).  
Clayton et al (2015) interviewed those affected by austerity in their working lives in the 
voluntary sector in the North East of England and showed how job losses and cuts were 
absorbed and coped with, often at great personal cost to well-being, with strategies such as 
crying on the way home from work. 
/ƚŝƐƚŚĞƌĞĨŽƌĞĂůƐŽĂƉƉĂƌĞŶƚƚŚĂƚĂƵƐƚĞƌŝƚǇ ‘ŚŝƚƐ ?ĂƚƚŚĞůĞǀĞůŽĨĂŐĞŶĚĞƌĞĚƌĞĂůŵ ?ǁŚĞƌĞ
women have conventionally undertaken much of the everyday work of coping and getting 
by.  Indeed there has been considerable analysis of the differential economic impacts of 
austerity measures on women (eg MacLeavy, 2011).  However, of more concern here is the 
gendered nature of qualitative experiences of austerity.   For example (Capellini et al 2014) 
undertook research on women and shopping in austerity, focusing on middle-class Italian 
women ?dŚĞŝƌƌĞƐĞĂƌĐŚƉƌĞƐĞŶƚƐĂƉŝĐƚƵƌĞŽĨǁŽŵĞŶĂƐ ‘ŵĂŶĂŐĞƌƐŽĨ ĂƵƐƚĞƌŝƚǇ ?, in terms of 
budgeting, planning, and how food is shopped for and prepared.  They identify gendered 
practices of thrift and sacrifice.  Importantly these are not evoked as part of a collective 
mood, as suggested by previous versions of austerity, but rather in a privatised way that is 







Within this situation, therefore, of everyday coping and managing austerity within 
privatised, domestic spheres, is it possible to imagine more politicised responses, more 
agentic expressions of citizenship?  Whilst recognising the oppressive nature of home space 
for women in a range of ways, within the body of this article I consider whether particularly 
gendered expressions of citizenship, emanating from ǁŽŵĞŶ ?ƐĨŽƌŵƐŽĨhome-based or 
community organising, might be identified and seen as important at this moment.  
The question of whether gendered forms of localised citizenship can be identified is not a 
new one.   However, with one or two exceptions (eg Howard, 2014) it could be argued that 
this issue has been little discussed within academia, media or policy discourses in more 
recent years.  In exploring this literature below I draw attention to some of the reasons for 
ƚŚŝƐŝŶĐƌĞĂƐŝŶŐŝŶǀŝƐŝďŝůŝƚǇŽĨǁŽŵĞŶ ?Ɛlocal organising, even as it potentially becomes more 
pertinent and relevant to the contemporary political and economic moment. 
Much of the existing literature on women and local activism springs from an American 
context (see England this volume): reasons for this might include stronger traditions of 
 ‘ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇŽƌŐĂŶŝƐŝŶŐ ? ?ďŽƚŚĨƌŽŵĂŶĂĐĂĚĞŵŝĐ and practice-based perspective.  These 
traditions in themselves could be seen as stemming from a situation both of identity-based 
politics, especially around racialized poverty in American cities, and also different 
expectations of the welfare state in providing for disadvantaged communities. However it is 
apparent that many of the models of welfare now being promoted within UK government 
policy stem from US models and approaches (McKee, 2015).  It therefore seems appropriate 
to consider the relevance of these experiences and analysis to an analysis of UK austerity.  
/ŶĚĞĞĚ ?ŵŽƌĞƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĂůůǇ ?ŵƵĐŚĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐŽĨh^ǁŽŵĞŶ ?ƐůŽĐĂůŽƌŐĂŶŝƐŝŶŐŝƐĐŽŶĐĞƌŶĞĚǁŝƚŚ
ŽƌŐĂŶŝƐŝŶŐĂƌŽƵŶĚƉƵďůŝĐ ?ǁŚĂƚŝŶƚŚĞh<ǁŽƵůĚďĞĐĂůůĞĚ ‘ƐŽĐial ?) housing, an area also of 
particular concern with a contemporary UK context, as discussed further below.  A recent 
historical account of community organising around public housing in San Francisco (Howard 
2014 ? ?ĚƌĂǁƐĂƚƚĞŶƚŝŽŶƚŽǁŽŵĞŶ ?ƐŬĞǇƌŽůĞƐŝŶ sustaining forms of community activism 
which have secured new rights and resources for the housing areas.  At the centre of these 
forms of activism, Howard identifies  ‘ĂĨĨĞĐƚŝǀĞĂĐƚŝǀŝƐŵ ? ?ďĂƐĞĚŽŶƌĞůĂƚŝŽŶƐŚŝƉƐĂŶĚ
community building at a micro, everyday level of the home and household, consisting for 
example of sharing childcare arrangements and organising meals together. As discussed 
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elsewhere (Jupp 2012), such forms of activism are often over-looked in both academic and 
other commentaries, because of their low-key and apparently non-confrontational nature, 
consisting of embodied practices based on care,  intergenerational exchange, everyday 
coping and support in home spaces and beyond.  Nonetheless as this and other analysis 
(Martin et al 2007) suggests, such forms of low-key and banal local engagement can form 
the basis for powerful forms of collective action and transformation. 
 
A further ƐĞŶƐĞŝŶǁŚŝĐŚǁŽŵĞŶ ?ƐůŽĐĂůĂĐƚŝǀŝƐŵŚĂƐďĞĐŽŵĞůĞƐƐǀŝƐŝďůĞŝƐŝŶrelation to 
policy and practice, the extent to which gender provides a framework for practical action 
and support.  As also discussed elsewhere (Jupp 2014), changing structures of policy and 
practice can be seen to have made gendered, specifically women-focused forms of local 
organising increasingly invisible in recent years, perhaps paradoxically given an increased 
media profile for feminist organising of some kinds.   ^ĞƌǀŝĐĞƐĂŶĚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚĨŽƌǁŽŵĞŶ ?Ɛ
groups or women-centred activities have been particular victims of cuts to voluntary sector 
and local government funding (Vacchelli et al 2015).  Just as race has been seen as 
effectively made invisible by policy (Craig, 2013), so too gender has often been glossed over, 
even in areas of social poůŝĐǇƐƵĐŚĂƐ ‘ƉĂƌĞŶƚŝŶŐ ?ǁŚŝĐŚhave strongly gendered implications 
and take place within home space.   This should be seen as not simply a case of gender 
being written out of policy but rather gendered issues and labour being taken in, or co-
opted into governance regimes.  For example, Newman (2012) shows how a generation of 
women who were working in women-focused services and campaigning moved into policy 
and professional roles, in the process perhaps leaving behind their explicitly gendered 
approaches.  This dynamic is apparent in the case studies of women discussed below.   
Underlying both these sets of issues is a sense of the theoretical and also empirical 
challenges of grapplinŐǁŝƚŚƚŚĞĐĂƚĞŐŽƌǇŽĨ ‘ǁŽŵĞŶ ? ?ĂŶĚƚŚĞĚĂŶŐĞƌƐŽĨ ‘ĞƐƐĞŶƚŝĂůŝƐŵ ?ŝƚ
suggests.  Wendy Brown (2003) ǁƌŝƚĞƐ ‘ƚŚĞŝĚĞŶƚŝƚǇƚŚĂƚďŽƌĞǁŽŵĞŶ ?ƐƐƚƵĚŝĞƐŝŶƚŽďĞŝŶŐ
ŚĂƐĚŝƐƐŽůǀĞĚǇĞƚŽĚĚůǇŚĂƐŶŽƚĚŝƐƐŽůǀĞĚƚŚĞĨŝĞůĚŝƚƐĞůĨ ? ? Within the terrain of urban 
ƐƚƵĚŝĞƐ ? ‘ĐůĂƐƐ ?ĐŽŶƚŝŶƵĞƐƚŽŽĨƚĞŶďĞƚŚĞĚĞĨŝŶŝŶŐĨŽƌŵŽĨĚŝĨĨĞƌĞŶĐĞĂŶĚĚŝǀŝƐŝŽŶŽĨƉŽǁĞƌ
under scrutiny.  In the examples already mentioned, and in the further examples that 
follow, class is clearly present and powerful; alongside ethnicity, age and generation, 
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residence, place attachment and more, and there are therefore questions to consider about 
where gender is placed within an understanding of identity and politics.  
The issues considered above outline an increasing invisibility (from certain perspectives) 
around forms of local activism and gender, in relation to the nature of the activism under 
consideration, around the lack of explicitly gendered services and policy, and around 
underlying gender categories.  These issues form a set of questions and issues which will be 
held in play rather than resolved when considering this terrain.    
 
ƉƉƌŽĂĐŚŝŶŐǁŽŵĞŶ ?ƐĂĐƚŝǀŝƐŵǁŝƚŚŝŶĂƵƐƚĞƌŝƚǇ 
This section of the paper introduces case studies of two groups of low income women with 
whom I have recently undertaken research on community activism within contexts of 
austerity.  EĞŝƚŚĞƌŽĨƚŚĞŵǁĞƌĞĞǆƉůŝĐŝƚůǇƵŶĚĞƌƚĂŬŝŶŐǁŽŵĞŶ ?ƐŽƌŐĂŶŝƐŝŶŐ ?ŶŽƌǁĞƌĞ
exclusive to women, nor were explicitly based on questions of the home or housing.  
However bŽƚŚŐƌŽƵƉƐǁĞƌĞĨŽĐƵƐĞĚŽŶ ‘ĚŝƐĂĚǀĂŶƚĂŐĞĚ ?ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƵƌŚŽŽĚƐ and localities in 
different ways, and had specific relationships to policy and governance in their localities.   
Both groups also met in domestic spaces as well as other locations. 
 The groups of women involved were very different, especially in relation to ethnicity, 
location and focus of organisations.  Their responses to austerity and to their local situations 
were ĐůĞĂƌůǇŶŽƚũƵƐƚŐĞŶĚĞƌĞĚďƵƚĐŽƵůĚĂůƐŽďĞƚŚŽƵŐŚƚŽĨĂƐ ‘ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶĂů ? ?ƌĞůĂƚŝŶŐƚŽ
migration, poverty and even home life itself (see Bassel and Emejulu 2014).  However rather 
than tracing the different axes of identity involved,  I wish to show how both groups of 
women draw on registers of the home, and modes of women-centred organising which are 
ŝůůƵŵŝŶĂƚŝŶŐ ?/ŶƚŚŝƐ/ĂŵĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐtĞŶĚǇƌŽǁŶ ?ƐƐƵŐŐĞƐƚŝŽŶƐŽĨƚŚĞŶĞĞĚĨŽƌforms of 
ĨĞŵŝŶŝƐƚĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐǁŚŝĐŚ ‘ĂƌĞŶŽƚƉƌŽŐƌĂŵŵĂƚŝĐ ?but are incitatioŶĂůŝŶƚŚŽƵŐŚƚĂŶĚŝŵƉƵůƐĞ ?
(2003, 14).  By  bringing together this material I am not seeking to make assertions about all 
women and all forms of local activism, but rather to open up issues and questions to 
consider.  
The first piece of research was with a group of migrant women who worked for a social 
ĞŶƚĞƌƉƌŝƐĞŝŶ>ŽŶĚŽŶ PƚŚĞǇǁĞƌĞĞŵƉůŽǇĞĚƚŽƵŶĚĞƌƚĂŬĞ ‘ƐĐŚŽŽůŝŶĐůƵƐŝŽŶǁŽƌŬ ?ǁŝƚŚ
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parents in diverse London primary schools.  The women came from a diverse range of 
backgrounds including Latin America, Turkey, Somalia, and were a range of ages.  As 
discussed  below, their work involves making social connections with newly arrived migrant 
families at the schools (in practice targeting mothers) and running activities within schools 
such as coffee mornings and craft sessions.  However, as will be shown, they worked in ways 
that went beyond the paid inclusion work to broader forms of involvement within their 
 ‘communities ? ?ƚŚŝƐƚĞƌŵǁĂƐƵƐĞĚŝŶǀĂƌŝŽƵƐǁĂǇƐďǇƚŚĞǁŽŵĞŶ ?, and identified 
themseůǀĞƐĂƐ ‘ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇĂĐƚŝǀŝƐƚƐ ?.  This need for broader forms of involvement was felt to 
be becoming more acute as other support services were cut and also pressures of migration 
from other parts of Europe undergoing austerity (eg Spain).  During 2014 I undertook a 
three hour discussion group with around 20 women and then subsequently undertook 
depth interviews with four of them.  dŚĞĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶŐƌŽƵƉŝŶǀŽůǀĞĚŵĂŬŝŶŐ ‘ŵĂƉƐ ?ŽĨƚŚĞŝƌ
communities and forms of activism, followed by a discussion of community, gender, 
austerity and the nature of activism. dŚĞŝŶƚĞƌǀŝĞǁƐƚŽŽŬĂ ‘ůŝĨĞŚŝƐƚŽƌǇ ?ĂƉƉƌŽĂĐŚƚŽ
ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŶŐƚŚĞǁŽŵĞŶ ?ƐĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞƐŽĨĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇĂĐƚŝǀŝƐŵĂŶĚŚŽǁŝƚŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚĞĚǁŝƚŚ
other aspects of their lives.  Pseudonyms are used for names here. 
The other group of women I discuss below involved two resident groups based on two 
housing estates (that I give pseudonyms of Riverlands and Southfields) in Stoke-on-Trent, 
UK.  Both groups ĐĂůůĞĚƚŚĞŵƐĞůǀĞƐ ‘ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇƐƐŽĐŝĂƚŝŽŶƐ ?ĂŶĚǁĞƌĞoriginally 
based in ordinary houses on the estates, although the Southfields group has moved to a 
new purpose built community centre during the time I have been researching with them.  
Both groups began in order to provide a voice for local residents and to run social activities 
for them.  Again, the groups work in a way which goes beyond their  ‘official ? remit to 
undertake a wide range of community-based work, including projects and everyday 
activities with different age groups, representing the voices of residents at meetings and 
forums and putting on events and celebrations.  Unlike the school inclusion workers, there 
were not solely women involved, however the groups were dominated by women.  All 
women involved in these groups were volunteers.  The material below comes primarily from 
research done in 2013 when I undertook sustained depth interviews with two residents, 
who were at the centre of their groups, and effectively their leaders, whom I call Sandra and 
Jill.  During the interviews I asked them to reflect on both their life courses and policy 
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changes and how these had shaped their experiences of local activism.  My analysis of these 
interviews is also shaped by previous research in the neighbourhoods (see Jupp 2008 ), 
which involved repeated interviews with these two women. 
In the analysis that follows I draw common themes out of the two pieces of research, 
focusing on questions of gendered activism, governance, the home and austerity, as well as 
questions of the lines between the visible and the invisible. 
 
Everyday activism 
As Howard (2014) argues ŝŶŚĞƌĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐŽĨ ‘ĂĨĨĞĐƚŝǀĞĂĐƚŝǀŝƐŵ ?ŝŶ^ĂŶ&ƌĂŶĐŝƐŽ ?ŝƚǁĂƐ
ĂƉƉĂƌĞŶƚƚŚĂƚŵƵĐŚŽĨƚŚĞ ‘ǁŽƌŬ ?ƵŶĚĞƌƚĂŬĞŶďǇƚŚĞƐĐŚŽŽůŝŶĐůƵƐion workers was 
emotional, based on domestic and home-based practices and capacities, and might be 
invisible to the social enterprise employing them and the schools in which they were 
worked.  Sonia, originally from Turkey, explained it like this: 
Our job, first thing is you are building a friendship.  Then trust between parents and 
us, it comes afterwards.  We spend time together: weeks, months, maybe years: 
then we can push women to do something else. 
For women charged with making other parents and families feel included in school life, it is 
striking that ƚŚĞ ‘ũŽď ?ŝŶǀŽůǀĞĚǁĂƐ seen as both more low-key and long term (building 
friendships over years ?ďƵƚĂůƐŽŵŽƌĞĂŵďŝƚŝŽƵƐ ?ŝŶƚĞƌŵƐŽĨĞŶĂďůŝŶŐ ‘ǁŽŵĞŶƚŽĚŽ
ƐŽŵĞƚŚŝŶŐĞůƐĞ ?, than would be officially recognised  ?dŚŝƐ ‘ƐŽŵĞƚŚŝŶŐĞůƐĞ ?ǁĂƐĞŶǀŝƐĂŐĞĚŝŶ
terms of empowerment and self determination for women newly arrived in an unfamiliar 
country and context.  Successful outcomes of these relationships were discussed by Sonia 
through the example of a woman who had gone on to be employed in a school, and by 
another worker, Ana, in terms of ŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞĚĂǁĂƌĞŶĞƐƐŽĨǁŽŵĞŶ ?ƐƌŝŐŚƚƐĂŶĚƌĞƐƉŽŶĚŝŶŐ
assertively to domestic violence and oppression. 
During the workshop, the women worked collectively on descriptions of what they did to 
help others ŝŶƚŚĞŝƌ ‘ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚŝĞƐ ?.  The activities listed were a mix of emotional and 
affective labour, and practical, domestic-based tasks, for example being patient, being 
12 
 
friendly and kind, developing trƵƐƚ ?ŐĞƚƚŝŶŐƚŽŬŶŽǁƉĞŽƉůĞ ‘ŽŶƚŚĞŝƌůĞǀĞů ? ?ĂƐǁĞůů ĂƐ
collecting children from school, gardening, cooking, housework, socialising,  chatting to 
neighbours, looking after pets.  Ana, originally from Columbia, and Nadifa from Somalia, also 
spoke particularly about translation as a crucial practice undertaken to enable other women 
to access services and get by in London.  It was mentioned that translation services had 
previously been provided by funded groups or organisations, and were now more likely to 
be provided by them on an informal basis. 
Indeed to place these practices more squarely within a context of austerity, I suggest that at 
a time of increased economic pressure, then such everyday work is more crucial, both 
because of cuts to other services, and because of material pressures on home lives around 
basic issues such as food and shelter.  In relation to the resident-activists in Stoke-on-Trent, 
there was a marked sense of a retreat away from the campaigning and perhaps more visible 
ĨŽƌŵƐŽĨ ‘ĂĐƚŝǀŝƐŵ ?being undertaken in my earlier round of research.  Sandra from 
Riverlands told me 
The agenda used to be, for example, traffic calming, people were worried about kids 
ŐĞƚƚŝŶŐŬŶŽĐŬĞĚŽǀĞƌ ?ŶŽǁŝƚ ?ƐũƵƐƚ ?ƚŚĞƌĞ ?ƐŶŽƚŐŽŝŶŐƚŽďĞĨŽŽĚŝŶƚŚĞŝƌďĞůůŝĞƐ ?dhe 
ƐŽĐŝĂůĂŶĚĞĐŽŶŽŵŝĐƐŝƚƵĂƚŝŽŶŽĨŚŽƵƐĞŚŽůĚƐŝƐƐŽďĂĚŶŽǁ ?ǁĞĐĂŶ ?ƚƌĞĂůůǇĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ
anything else. 
In response to this shift in the needs of residents, the Riverlands group had begun a food 
distribution project working with a larger charity to provide low cost food parcels to 
residents.  This shift in their practices into the more everyday and domestic realm of food, 
whilst clearly fulfilling an important role in the community, was seen by Sandra as taking 
ƚŚĞŵĂǁĂǇĨƌŽŵĂĚĚƌĞƐƐŝŶŐƚŚĞǁŝĚĞƌƉƌŽďůĞŵƐĂŶĚŝƐƐƵĞƐƚŚĂƚŵŝŐŚƚĨĂůůŝŶƚŽŵŽƌĞ ‘ƉƵďůŝĐ ?
forms of politics: 
dŚĞƉƌŽďůĞŵǁŝƚŚŽƵƌƐ ?ƚŚĞĨŽŽĚƌĞĚŝƐƚƌŝďƵƚŝŽŶƉƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐĂƐƚŝĐŬŝŶŐƉůĂƐƚĞƌ ?/ƚ ?ƐŶĞǀĞƌ




Taking a more central role within sustaining households at a time of welfare cuts also had 
the effect ƚŚĂƚƚŚĞŐƌŽƵƉƚŚĞŵƐĞůǀĞƐďĞĐĂŵĞĂƚĂƌŐĞƚĨŽƌƉĞŽƉůĞ ?ƐĨĞĞůŝŶŐs about their wider 
situations and struggles:  
As more and more things are withdrawn from people they get despondent, 
disheartened and apathetic.  Now they will either walk away or they will become 
angry, and expect us to provide all the things that were provided by the statutory 
ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞƐďƵƚǁĞ ?ƌĞŶŽƚƚŚĞƌĞƚŽĚŽ ? 
Indeed it was noticeable in returning to the neighbourhoods that many of the services and 
infrastructure of support for residents that had been present in my earlier research were no 
longer present.  
Overall, therefore it was clear that both groups of women could be seen to be undertaking 
ƚŚĞŬŝŶĚƐŽĨĞǀĞƌǇĚĂǇŽƌ ‘ĂĨĨĞĐƚŝǀĞ ?ĂĐƚŝǀŝƐm identified in previous analyses of women and 
local activism or citizenship (Howard 2014, Martin et al 2007).  This was based on forms of 
emotional and practical support, and in the case of the Riverlands group, the provision of 
food to families.  In some ways this made the work undertaken by the groups central and 
 ‘ǀŝƐŝďůĞ ?ǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞůŝǀĞƐŽĨƚŚĞĨĂŵŝůŝĞƐŽƌŝŶdividuals they were supporting.  As the quote 
ĂďŽǀĞƐŚŽǁƐ ?ƚŚĞZŝǀĞƌůĂŶĚƐŐƌŽƵƉǁĞƌĞĂĐƚŝŶŐĂƐĂŬŝŶĚŽĨ ‘ĨƌŽŶƚůŝŶĞ ?ŽĨƐĞƌǀŝĐĞƉƌŽǀŝƐŝŽŶ
and in the process ďĞĐŽŵŝŶŐĂƚĂƌŐĞƚĨŽƌƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐ ?ǁŝĚĞƌĨĞĞůŝŶŐƐĂďŽƵƚĂƵƐƚĞƌŝƚǇ ?KŶƚŚĞ
other hand such labour was ůĞƐƐ ‘ǀŝƐŝďůĞ ?ƚŽĂƵƚŚŽƌŝƚŝĞƐĂŶĚŽƚŚĞƌĂƌĞŶĂƐŽĨƉŽůŝĐǇĂŶĚ
practice than other forms of activism, highlighting some of the problematics of everyday, 
home-based forms of activism.   These forms of activism could also be seen as precisely 
those that have a clear fit with a social policy agenda that involves cuts to welfare and 
frontline services.   Although  ‘ƚŚĞŝŐ^ŽĐŝĞƚǇ ?idea(Levitas, 2012) has been largely dropped 
in current social policy discourse, there remains a sense of community action being called on 
to fill these gaps in state services, without providing wider political challenges.  This is 







However, in the next two sections of this analysis I suggest that such observations do not 
provide a complete picture of the activism practices and politics at stake.  There is potential 
for such home-based activism to also do what Fincher and Panelli (2001) call  ‘ũƵŵƉŝŶŐ
ƐĐĂůĞƐ ?, moving between different spheres and arenas of politics and citizenship.  For both 
sets of women, ƚŚĞ ‘ǁŽƌŬ ?ƚŚĂƚƚŚĞǇǁĞƌĞĚŽŝŶŐƐŝƚƐďĞƚǁĞĞŶĂŶĚĂŵŽŶŐĐŽŶǀĞŶƚŝŽŶĂů
borders of home life and beyond, public and private, visible and invisible.  Both groups of 
women also work at the intersections of policy and governance and everyday life. When I 
asked Sonia, one of the school inclusion workers, about how she disentangles her 
ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐŚŝƉƐĂŶĚƉĞƌƐŽŶĂůĞŵŽƚŝŽŶĂůĐŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚƐǁŝƚŚŚĞƌ ‘ǁŽƌŬ ?ƐŚĞƐĂŝĚ P 
zŽƵĐĂŶ ?ƚĚƌĂǁƚŚĞůŝŶĞ ?ǇŽƵũƵƐƚĚŽŝƚĐŽŶƐƚĂntly... especially if you were helped 
yourself before you want to give things back  
 Although as already indicated, such emotional proximity has the potential to pull women 
into very material support work, it also means that women are necessarily occupying  ‘ŝŶ-
ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ ?ƉŽƐŝƚŝŽŶƐ ?ƐƉĂŶŶŝŶŐĚŝĨĨĞƌĞŶƚŬŝŶĚƐŽĨǁŽƌŬĂŶĚĂĐƚŝŽŶ ?ŶĂƚŽůĚŵĞƚŚĂƚƐŚĞǁĂƐ
more able to differentiate  between her various ŬŝŶĚƐŽĨ ‘ǁŽƌŬ ?:
I have different roles, different hats I put on: chair, governor, school inclusion 
worker, friend, mother 
However the women narrated these movements, they could be seen as doing what 
EĞǁŵĂŶ ? ? ? ? ? ?ŚĂƐĐĂůůĞĚ ‘ďŽƌĚĞƌǁŽƌŬ ? ?ĐƌĞĂƚŝǀĞůǇǁŽƌŬŝŶŐƚŚĞĞĚŐĞƐŽĨĚŝĨĨĞƌĞŶƚĂƌĞŶĂƐŽĨ
power and experience, within and beyond governance and policy.  In relation to the women 
in Stoke, both Sandra and Jill spoke about their own experiences as mothers as crucial to 
their involvement in community projects, which in turn also propelled their involvement in 
other spheres of politics, such as the local media and council meetings.  During earlier 
ethnographic work (Jupp 2012) I often witnessed their presence in more formal city-wide 
meetings and arenas of decision-ŵĂŬŝŶŐ ?dŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƚƌŝďƵƚŝŽŶƐĐŽƵůĚŽĨƚĞŶďĞǀŝĞǁĞĚĂƐ ‘ŽƵƚ-
of-ƉůĂĐĞ ?ĂŶĚĚŝƐƌƵƉƚŝǀĞ ?ƚĂůŬŝŶŐĂďŽƵƚĞǀĞƌǇĚĂǇstruggles and questions of material poverty 
and safety in spheres dominated by more technical forms of policy discourse.  Such 
contributions made visible the everyday lives of families in their neighbourhoods. 
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Indeed, whilst both sets of women were involved with foƌŵƐŽĨ ‘ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ ?ĂĐƚŝǀŝƐŵ ?the 
nature of these communities was necessarily complex.  In London, the women were 
involved in overlapping spheres of community, including in the localities of their homes, 
across groups of migrants from the same countries or regions or speaking the same 
languages, and around the schools in which they worked.  During the discussion group, the 
women mentioned their smartphones and uses of social media as crucial to navigating these 
communities.  One of the women remarkeĚ ? ‘ŵǇƉŚŽŶĞŝƐĂƚƚŚĞĐĞŶƚƌĞŽĨĞǀĞƌǇƚŚŝŶŐ ? ?ĂŶĚ
ƚŚĞǇƐƉŽŬĞŝŶƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƌĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞŝƌƵƐĞƐŽĨŵĞƐƐĂŐŝŶŐĂƉƉƐƐƵĐŚĂƐtŚĂƚ ?ƐƉƉďŽƚŚƚŽ
connect with other women locally and with family and friends in their countries of origin.  
They also spoke about using Facebook and other social media to discuss wider issues of 
concern ?ĨŽƌĞǆĂŵƉůĞƚŽĚŽǁŝƚŚǁŽŵĞŶ ?ƐŚĞĂůƚŚ ?^ƵĐŚƵƐĞŽĨŽŶůŝŶĞŵĞĚŝĂ ?ǁŚŝĐŚ/ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐ
further in relation to housing activism below, could be seen as an emergent set of dynamics 
for local activists of different kinds, offering potent if unstable arenas for collective actions 
and identifications (Gerbaudo, 2012), connecting home spaces with different communities 
and publics. 
ZĂƚŚĞƌƚŚĂŶƐĞĞŝŶŐƚŚĞƐĞŐƌŽƵƉƐŽĨǁŽŵĞŶ ?ƐĂĐƚŝǀŝƐŵĂƐƚŚĞƌĞĨŽƌĞďŽƵŶĚĞd by the scale of 
the household or a narrow view of local community, the women were always moving 
between different roles, despite the centrality of everyday and embodied practices.  Via 
these inbetween positions their everyday practices and commitments could be transformed 
or made visible in unexpected ways.   
 
Trauma and the lifecourse 
The  perspectives and experiences of these women could therefore have a disruptive and 
destablising quality when made visible in different arenas, for example sharing ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐ ?
embodied experiences of hunger at a council meeting (see Jupp 2008).  These expresssions 
of citizenship are therefore very different from those that might be imagined within 
normative visions of political discourse (Young, 2002).  In interviewing both sets of activists, 
the importance of experiences of rupture and different forms of material and emotional 
suffering as key starting points for activism is striking.  Indeed in considering the 
relationships between home lives and gendered forms of organising and citizenship, a third 
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set of issues can be seen as the idea of personal trauma as an organising dynamic both as a 
spur to activism and as the concerns of activism.   
The notion of trauma stems from psychoanalysis and it is not my intention to fully explore it 
here.  I am using the term broadly to point to the sense of experiences that fragment the 
self, and cannot easily be integrated into the subject (see Davidson 2016).   For the group of 
migrant women, it was the experience of migration that was often described in these terms: 
When I came here [London], my life, it ended.  Then my new life started again. 
(Sonia) 
This experience also intersected with the experiences of becoming a mother and looking 
after a small child or children at home in an unfamiliar culture. 
When my daughter was young ŝƚǁĂƐĚŝĨĨŝĐƵůƚ ?ĂǀĞƌǇĚŝĨĨŝĐƵůƚƚŝŵĞ ?/ĚŝĚŶ ?ƚŬŶŽǁ
anyone.  Then slowly, slowly I began to meet other people (Ana) 
For both these women, it was these experiences, and their recovery from forms of personal 
trauma in their home lives that formed the catalyst for, and spur to activism and 
engagement.  For Sandra and Jill,  the connections between personal trauma and local 
engagement were even more immediate: 
Then I lost my job, ĂŶĚďĞĐĂŵĞĚĞƉƌĞƐƐĞĚ ? ? ?/ĚŽŶ ?ƚŬŶŽǁǁŚĂƚ/ǁŽƵůĚŚĂǀĞĚŽŶĞ ? ? ?/
always say that the RA [ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐ ?ĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚŝŽŶ] saved my life (Jill) 
Sandra had also begun to become involved with the group folllowing illness and the need to 
leave her job.  Such dynamics move beyond notions of the lines between the public and 
private or the personal and political to a more unstable and fragmented set of 
entanglements and identifications. For example, a number of the other women in the 
Westfields group had also experienced mental health problems, and part of the focus of  the 
ŐƌŽƵƉŚĂĚďĞĞŶŝŶƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐŵĞŵďĞƌƐƚŽ ‘ŐĂŝŶĐŽŶĨŝĚĞŶĐĞ ?ĂŶĚŵŽǀĞĨŽƌǁĂƌĚƐƉŽƐŝƚŝǀĞůǇ





Home and housing activism in contemporary London 
So far I have outlined three registers of home-centred activism that can be discerned as 
gendered and specifically inflected by a context of austerity.  These are around everyday 
coping and connections as a currency of activism; around occupying in-between and border 
positions; and around  trauma and dramatic change as both a spur and a motif of activism.  
In bringing together material from two very different groups of women, I suggest that there 
is a value in drawing connections between women operating in different contexts and 
grappling with different sets of material issues.  The registers of activism they employ point 
to both enduring and emergent ways in which marginalised women might enter arenas of 
politics and governance.  By way of conclusion, I now turn  to briefly discuss emergent 
housing activism among young women in London in the face of the current housing crisis.  In 
so doing I show how the concepts that emerged from my analysis above can be explored in 
relation to other groups too. 
The issue of housing clearly has a particularly strong relationship to questions of home (see 
Wilkinson, this issue).  ‘,ŽƵƐŝŶŐ ? clearly crosses boundaries between the private and the 
public: whilst the domestic sphere has conventionally been thought about as private, 
housing within policy and within politics frames it as a matter of public concern.   However 
as argued across the paper, another way to consider the housing would be via the notion of 
the visible and ŝŶǀŝƐŝďůĞ ?WĞŽƉůĞ ?ƐŚŽƵƐŝŶŐƐŝƚƵĂƚŝŽŶŵĂǇŶŽƚďĞũƵƐƚŚŝĚĚĞŶ ?ďĞŚŝŶĚĐůŽƐĞĚ
doors, but more broadly hidden from arenas of politics and policy because of the everyday 
coping strategies which increasingly come into play within a context of austerity, as already 
discussed.  The ŶŽƚŝŽŶŽĨ ‘ŝŶǀŝƐďůĞŚŽŵĞůĞƐƐŶĞƐƐ ? ?Reeve and Batty 2011) has been used 
within housing policy to describe people living in informal or unregulated living 
arrangements, particularly relevant in contemporary London.  It is not possible to provide an  
analysis of the current London housing crisis here, but  the reduction of housing benefits 
and social housing intersecting with an explosion of house prices has resulted in an 
intensification of the crisis of affordability and availability of housing for those on low or 
middle incomes (Elmer and Dening 2016).   The effective collapse of social housing provision 
can  been seen as social cleansing, or indeed just the impossibility of publically provided 
housing in a city which has allowed global neoliberal economics to dictate  housing provision 
(McKee 2015).  However stark this process, it nonetheless remains invisible to much public 
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scrutiny, partly because of the material fact that for those with (relatively) secure housing, 
such a crisis is not apparent.  The politics of housing, therefore is fragmented and divisive, 
and as already discussed, does not speak to a broadly collective experience in the way that, 
for example, debates about the NHS or schools might do (Hunter, 2016).  
Emerging from this situation though, there have been recent attempts at activism which 
make visible the stark choices and struggles of those caught up in this crisis.  Probably the 
most high profile of these movements has been a group of young women known as the 
 ‘&ŽĐƵƐ ? ?DƵŵƐ ? (Watt, 2016), who were evicted from their foyer accommodation for 
young mothers, and offered housing outside of the borough which the women saw as 
 ‘ŚŽŵĞ ?.  Without discussing their practices in detail, I would suggest that the gendered and 
home-based registers of activism discussed in this article can be discerned in their 
approaches, from a rooting in everyday and material concerns, emanating from a context of 
ƚƌĂƵŵĂ ?ďƵƚĂůƐŽƐŚŽǁŝŶŐĂƌĞŵĂƌŬĂďůĞĂďŝůŝƚǇƚŽ ‘ũƵŵƉƐĐĂůĞƐ ?and bring  individual 
experiences into new kinds of public or visible domains.  For example the group have used 
online media and visual documentation extensively, as well as undertaking performative 
activism such as setting upĂĐŚŝůĚƌĞŶ ?ƐďŝƌƚŚĚĂǇƉĂƌƚǇ ŝŶĂůƵǆƵƌǇ ‘ƐŚŽǁŚŽŵĞ ?ďĞŝŶŐ
promoted by the housing association by whom they were evicted (Watt 2016). 
Another example, which has also had media exposure to a lesser extent, circulates around 
the situation of one family in East London, whose daughter, Daisy-May Hudson, decided to 
document their experiences in a film called HalfWay Home (Foster, 2015), which she began 
filming after the family were evicted from their (relatively affordable) privately rented 
accommodation.  Such evictions are also an increasingly common feature of the current 
housing crisis (Elmer and Dening, 2016).   dŚĞĨŝůŵĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐĂŝƐǇ ?ƐĨĂŵŝůǇ Wherself, her 
mother and younger sister, over a year of being homeless in East London, moving between 
hostels, and the huge stresses and uncertainties of their dealings with the council.   
KǀĞƌ ? ?ŵŝŶƵƚĞƐƚŚĞĨŝůŵĐĂƉƚƵƌĞƐƚŚĞŝŶƚŝŵĂƚĞĚĞƚĂŝůƐŽĨƚŚĞĨĂŵŝůǇ ?ƐĚŽŵĞƐƚŝĐůŝǀĞƐŝŶ
temporary accommodatŝŽŶ ?tĞƐĞĞĂŝƐǇ ?ƐŵƵŵĂŶĚƐŝƐƚĞƌƌĞƉĞƚŝƚŝǀĞůǇǁĂƐŚŝŶŐ ?ĐŽŽŬŝŶŐ ?
bathing, getting dressed, doing the laundry, all the while speaking to Daisy about their 
feelings about housing and their situation.  Faces are often almost squashed into the 
camera, every tear and frown captured in wincing close-up.  The film conveys vulnerability 
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ĂŶĚŚĞůƉůĞƐƐŶĞƐƐ ?ĨƌƵƐƚƌĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚƚƌĂƵŵĂ ?ĂƐƚŚĞǁŽŵĞŶƐƉĞĂŬƌĞƉĞĂƚĞĚůǇĂďŽƵƚ ‘ůŽĐŬŝŶŐ
ĂǁĂǇ ?ŽƌƉƵƐŚŝŶŐĂǁĂǇƚŚĞŝƌĨĞĞůŝŶŐƐŝŶŽƌĚĞƌƚŽƐƵƌǀŝǀĞĞŵŽƚŝŽŶĂůůǇ ? 
The film therefore exemplifies the kinds of gendered tropes of home-based activism under 
discussion, emanating from everyday domestic lives and the struggles of getting by, as well 
as clearly traumatic experiences.  I would suggest that the cinematography itself has a 
gendered quality, and literally makes visible aspects of homelessness which fall into the 
ĐĂƚĞŐŽƌǇŽĨ ‘ŚŝĚĚĞŶ ?ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚĂďŽǀĞ ?  Through its circulation in a range of forms of online 
and offline media, the film has been shown to politicians, campaigning groups and local 
ŽĨĨŝĐŝĂůƐ ?ĂƐǁĞůůĂƐǁŝĚĞƌƉƵďůŝĐƐ ?ĂŝƐǇĂŶĚŚĞƌĨĂŵŝůǇ ?ƐĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞƐhave therefore become 
positioned at the borders of personal lives and wider politics. At the public screening when I 
viewed it, officials from the London Borough were present, and one of them commented 
ƚŚĂƚƚŚĞĨĂŵŝůǇ ?ƐĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞǁĂƐŶŽƚƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝǀĞŝŶƐŽŵƵĐŚĂƐƚŚĞǇǁĞƌĞĞǀĞŶƚƵĂůůǇ
housed in the borough (due to a legal challenge relating to the ways in which the council 
dispensed its duties to them), and might therefore ďĞƐĞĞŶĂƐ ‘ůƵĐŬǇ ? compared to others. 
 
Conclusions 
Ending on ƚŚŝƐĞǆĂŵƉůĞ ?ŽĨŽŶĞǇŽƵŶŐǁŽŵĂŶ ?ƐĨĂŵŝůǇĂŶĚŚĞƌĂĐƚŝǀŝƐŵƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĞƐ ?ďƌŝŶŐƐ the 
wider issues discussed in this paper into focus.  It demonstrates the potential potency of the 
gendered activism practices that might emerge from home space within a context of 
austerity.  These practices involve material struggles and ways of getting by, trauma, but 
also the kinds of border work which enable these struggles to connect with wider arenas of 
politics and decision making.  Nonetheless, in relation to the last example, screened in the 
run up to the passing of a new piece of housing legislation widely seen as exacerbating the 
crisis, (Kerslake, 2016), the success of this and other similar practices should not be over-
stated given that the housing bill has now been passed.  In relation to the other women 
discussed in this paper, at the time of writing, the migrant parents network continues to 
expand, as does one of the community groups (Westfields), both of whom have formed 
powerful alliances with local agencies and organisations.  The other community group 
(Riverlands) has closed because of a loss of capacity of those able to support them locally. 
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This raises questions about vulnerability, precarity and the extent to which these forms of 
activism enable marginalised women more broadly to make material gains around the 
situations in which they find themselves.  Is making visible the politics of the home 
ultimately empowering or exposing? Do disadvantaged women find themselves able to 
enter politics on their own terms, or do they end up standing in for aspects of wider political 
debates that may not ultimately benefit them?  This raises questions about the fraught lines 
between public and private, visible and invisible, and individual and collective forms of 
action.  For the concerned middle-ĐůĂƐƐǀŝĞǁĞƌ ?ĞŶŐĂŐŝŶŐǁŝƚŚ ‘,ĂůĨǁĂǇ,ŽŵĞ ? ?ŽƌŽƚŚĞƌ
media representations of austerity and poverty) may feel like a way to engage in solidarity 
with disadvantaged women, yet may not enable a wider view of the political and economic 
contexts and forms of governance which have shaped these experiences.   Varley (2015) 
argues that low income ǁŽŵĞŶŽĨƚĞŶĞŶĚƵƉďĞŝŶŐ ‘ŽǀĞƌ-ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚ ?ŝŶďŽƚŚĂĐĂĚĞŵŝĐĂŶĚ
wider political debates, either victims or agentic heroines, and that this glosses over the 
complexities of their lives.  
Indeed it can be argued that political and policy debates are now increasingly emotionalised 
(Jupp et al, 2016), linked to social media in particular (Gerbaudo, 2012), with opportunities 
ĨŽƌ ‘ũƵŵƉŝŶŐƐĐĂůĞƐ ?ďĞƚǁĞĞŶƚŚĞŝŶƚŝŵĂĐŝĞƐŽĨŚŽŵĞƐƉĂĐĞĂŶĚƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĨƵŶƐƚĂďůĞĂƌĞŶĂƐŽĨ
global media debate.    To return to the example with which this paper begun, if Hayden was 
writing her proposals now, it is highly likĞůǇƚŚĂƚŚĞƌŐĞŶĚĞƌĞĚĂůůŝĂŶĐĞƐŽĨ ‘ŚŽŵĞŵĂŬĞƌƐ ?
would be developed online.  This context clearly presents both opportunities and 
problematics for activists.  Certainly there is a need for new kinds of attention to these 
practices in understanding how citizenship and collective agency might be expressed under 
contemporary conditions of austerity. 
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